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Date 



Loretta V^lelfieh'bs'/! ■ , 



RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



if 



Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir; 

In response to the restriction requirement mai led April 1 1 , 2002, Applicants elect Group 
I, claims 1-7 with traverse. 

The Restriction. Requirement divided the claims into six groups: 

Group 1, Claims 1 - 7, drawn to a method of treating a symptom or condition results from 
the activity of aldose reductase using the compounds claimed, classified in class 514, subclass 
291,292 and 912. 

Group II, claims 8-14, drawn to a method of inhibiting aldose reductase activity in cells, 
using the claimed compounds, classified in class 514, subclass. 



Group m ? claims 15-18, drawn to a method of treating retinopathy, using the claimed 
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compounds, classified in class 514, subclass 291, 292 and 912. 

Group JV, claim 19, drawn to a method of decreasing the loss of PKC in diabetic patients 
using the compounds of claim 1, classified in class 514, subclass 291, 292 and 912. 

Group V, claim 20, drawn to a method of inhibiting polyol accumulation in diabetic 
patients using the compounds of claim 1, classified in class 514, subclass 291, 292 and 912. 

Group VI, claims 21-23, drawn to a pharmaceutical composition and a compound of 
claim 1, classified in class 514 3 subclass 291, 292 and 912. 

The Restriction Requirement stated the above groups are independent and patentably 
distinct each from the other and each group is drawn to totally different subject matter. The 
Restriction Requirement does not refer to a particular section of the MPEP for support. 

The MPEP states for a proper restriction requirement, the inventions must be independent 
or distinct and there must be a serious search burden on the examiner. 

It is noted that each of the claims in the subject application uses the same compounds, 
and each of the groups of claims in the restriction requirement is classified in the exact same 
class and subclass. 

Therefore, the inventions are not drawn to totally difference subject matter, and it is 
believed the search burden on the Examiner would not be burdensome in light of the similar 
subject matter and identical classification. MPEP Section 803 states a serious burden on the 
Examiner may be found if the claims are separately classified. 

In view of the above, withdrawal of the restriction requirement is respectfully requested. 
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It is believed that the present submission does not require the payment of any fees. If this 
is incorrect, however, please charge any fee due to Deposit Account No. 07-1969. 



Greenlee, Winner and Sullivan, P.C 

5370 Manhattan Circle, Suite 201 

Boulder, CO 80303 

Telephone: (303) 499*8080 

Facsimile: (303) 499-8089 

E-mail: wi nn fcrffigrccp win ■ com 

Attorney docket No. 90-99 
11a: May 13,2002 



Respectfully submitted, 
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